We hold that no one has a right to do any thing which may, in any wise, detract from the dignity and respectability of the family to which he is attached, the circle in which he moves, or the community in which he lives. That any innovation upon the established rules which govern these associations, can only properly be made by and with the consent of the parties, and any otherwise made should subject the innovator to excommunication, unless he repent and make reparation. 
We would apply the proposition with which we set out, and maintain, that a dentist has no right to patent any improvement. And we say he has no right, because it is a violation of the ethics of his profession, and because he owes to the profession the best energies of his mind and the benefit of his experience. He OAyes, justly owes, this as a return for all the knowledge which he has received from the profession. Where, we ask, would we be, if all who have preceded us had hoarded and secreted what they know! If all had been actuated by the same spirit which actuates the patentee, how far would the science of dentistry be advanced ?
Suppose those who have so nobly devoted themselves to the elevation of the profession, had been governed by the same sordid desires, the same insatiable thirst for gain, how far in
